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AMENDMENT A 



6 Commissioner for Patents 

7 P. O. Box 1450 

8 Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 

9 USA 

10 Sir: 

11 In response to the Office Action dated June 28, 2005, please amend the above identified 

1 2 application as follows: 

13 (1) Claims 1,2,4 and 5 were canceled, Claims 3 was withdrawn, and new Claims 6-9 were 

1 4 added. 

15 (2) Remarks were provided, which show how the newly added Claims 6-9 avoid the 

1 6 references. 

17 (3) All the cited references relate to coding while the applicant's invention relates to video 

18 quality metric. The Applicant believes that they are completely different. For instance, 

1 9 video coding is studied in MPEG (Moving Picture Experts Group) and there are a number 

20 of standardized methods, including MPEG2, MPEG4, H.263, H.264, etc. On the other 

21 hand, objective measurement of video quality is a completely different study and has been 

22 studied by a different body. For instance, objective measurement of video quality has been 

23 studied in ITU-R Working Party 6Q, ITU-T Study Group 9, and VQEG (Video Quality 

24 Experts Group). The international standards on objective measurement of video quality 

25 include ITU-T Recommendation J.144 "Objective perceptual video quality techniques for 

26 digital cable television in the presence of a full reference" and ITU-R Recommendation 
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1 BT.1683 "Objective perceptual video quality measurement techniques for digital broadcast 

2 television in the presence of a full reference". 

3 (4) The applicant finds that the original claims were written in an ambiguous way. In the new 

4 claims, it is clearly stated that they relate to video quality measurement. 
5 

6 The applicant believes that the Examiner will now find the claims of this application 

7 allowable. Favorable reconsideration of the application is courteously requested. 

8 Respectively submitted, 

9 Chulhee Lee 
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